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MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. 
—UNMASKING THE DECEIVER 


Recent statements by race agitator Martin Luther King, Jr., clearly indicate that it is time to 
rip off his pious mask and reveal the real purpose and drive behind his anti-American activities. Though 
King has been sainted in many popular weekly magazines, his infamous alliance with Communist ob- 
jectives and personalities has been kept a carefully guarded secret. 


The Tulsa Tribune, May 3, 1961, carried an article datelined Atlanta, (Ga.) which read: ‘The 
Rev. Martin Luther King Jr. and 16 other big names in the Southern Negro integration movement 
joined today in demanding that the controversial House Un-American Activities Committee be abolished 
and that a man jailed for defying it be pardoned by President Kennedy. 


“Carl Braden of Louisville, Ky., whose release the bi-racial leaders were demanding, was jailed 
Monday along with Frank Wilkinson of Los Angeles. The two were convicted by a federal jury in 
Atlanta in early 1959 for refusing to tell the House Committee whether they were Communists . . . 


“King said the jailing of Wilkinson and Braden is evidence that ‘McCarthyism’ 
is on the rise again. He told United Press International that ‘I have no doubt they are 
being punished — paricularly Mr. Braden — for their integration activities.’ ” 


Rev. King, in his statement that Braden was jailed because of his integration activities, con- 
viently ignores the fact that both Braden and Wilkinson are known, identified Communists and that 
Braden is field director of the Southern Conference Educational Fund. According to sworn testimony 
before the Florida Legislation Investigation Committee, Feb. 10, 1958, Dr. J. B. Matthews said “The 
principal function of the Southern Conference Educational Fund is to serve as a bridge between the 
Communist Party on the one hand and mis-guided Southern Liberals on the other hand. The Southern 
Conference Educational Fund is the new name for the Southern Conference for Human Welfare of 
which the Senate Internal Security Subcommitee said ‘. . . was conceived, financed and set up by the 
Communist Party in 1938 as a mass organization to promote Communism throughout the Southern 
States.’ ”’ 





Mr. Wilkinson could hardly be punished for his 
integration activities since his particular function for 
the Communist Party is field representative for the 
Communist front The National Committee to Abolish 
the House Un-American Activities Committee. 


ASKING IMPORTANT QUESTIONS 


An editorial in the St. Petersburg Independent, 
March 7, 1961, said concerning the sentencing of 
Braden and Wilkinson: 


“It was most certainly pertinent to and important 
for the (House Un-American Activities) committee 
to find out if possible whether Wilkinson was fighting 
the committee as an American or as a Communist. 
And it was equally pertinent to find out whether 
Braden was working for integration as an American 
with concern for the Negro or as a Communist con- 
cerned for the advancement of the cause of the 
Kremlin.” 


The same all-searching questions could well 
be asked in the case of the pro-Soviet agitator 
Martin Luther King, Jr. King’s constant agita- 
tion of racial troubles, his attack against our 
private enterprise system as guaranteed in our 
Federal Constitution in an Indiana speech last 
summer, and his recent open alliance with 
enemies of our nation, places him squarely in 
the camp of subversives. 


King’s Communist affiliations and acquaintances 
go back many years and establish a clear pattern of 
Marxist affinity. 


Over the Labor Day weekend, 1957, Martin Luther 
King was a participant in the 25th anniversary sem- 
inar on the integration struggle sponsored by the 
Highlander Folk School, Monteagle, Tennessee. He has 
been closely associated with the leadership of the school 
since that time. The Highlander Folk School was 
founded in 1932 by Myles Horton and Don West; 
James Dombrowski joined them shortly thereafter. 
Don West was district director of the Communist 
Party of North Carolina. 


Paul Crouch, the top Communist Party functionary 
in the south, testified before the Subcommittee of the 
Committee on Un-American Activities that Dombrow- 
ski “gave me the impression of being completely pro- 
Communist and anxious to collaborate with the Com- 
munist Party and follow its leadership without taking 
the risk of actual Party membership.” 


KING ASSOCIATES WITH COMMUNIST SCHOOL 


Paul Crouch further testified that “The 
Highlander Folk School is . . . operated .. . 
ostensibly as an independent labor school but 
actually working in close co-operation with the 
Communist Party.” 
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Pictures taken at the Highlander Folk School over 


the 1957 Labor Day weekend show Martin Luther King 7 
‘ 


with Abner W. Berry, Negro member of the Central 
Committee of the Communist Party and columnist for 


Py 


Bs 


the Daily Worker. Another in the photograph was ~ 


Aubry Williams, President of the Southern Conference 7 


7 


Education Fund and a top leader of all-out integration, 7 
According to the Daily Worker, Sept. 10, 1957, 7 
Williams spoke “prophetically” when he declared that © 
the situation in the south “is only a short step to gen- 7 
eral violence” and that the “stuff out of which rebel- © 
lions are made is definitely being planted.” Aubry | 
Williams has at least 43 separate listings as being | 
associated with Communist fronts and organizations, § 
Pete Seeger, a nationally known folk singer who has — 
been prominently identified with the Communist 7 
movement in this country for many years, was another | 
Labor Day attraction at the school. Seeger has been | 
named as a member of the Communist Party in sworn 7 


testimony. 


KING LAUDED BY COMMUNIST PRESS 


Rev. King is president of the Southern Christian ~ 
Leadership Conference and led the bus boycott in ~ 
Montgomery, Alabama. His activities are usually ~ 
highly praised in the Communist press as is evidenced | 


by these gushing lines from the pen of Herbert Ap- 
theker, Communist editor of Political Affairs: 


“And in Montgomery, Alabama, there is the epic — 


struggle of the entire 50,000 members of its Negro 


community. .. . Here, with women in the lead, is the — 
unparalleled and unbreakable splendor of an entire” 


people speaking out to the world in tones of purity 
and self-sacrifice and saying: ‘We will live in free-” 


>»? 


dom, in our own day and here in our own city. 


King also led the Negro “March on Washington” 


and was accompanied by his manager Bayard Ruskin, ~ 
who, according to the Daily Worker, attended the 1957 — 
convention of the Communist Party. According to one 


anti-Communist paper, “Bayard Ruskin is listed as a_ 


. (aly 


member of the Editorial Board of Liberation. . 


pacifist-anarchist publication. Ruskin contributes an-~ 
other article and is identified as having ‘had many — 


years of direct experience in racial conflicts in the” 
South.’ In 1946 he served a sentence on the chain 


gang in N. C. for refusing to sit in the Negro section | 


in 1953. He is an expert on Civil] Disobedience.” 


KING WORKS WITH COMMUNISTS 


of a bus. He went to India in 1947 and Africa 


In the Youth March for Integrated Schools of 
Washington, D.C. in 1958, Martin Luther King was” 


co-chairman of the group along with veteran Com-— 


munist-fronter A. Philip Randolph. The march was” 
fortified by three bus loads of Communists from the 


(See “DECEIVER” on Page 7) 
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An impartial analysis of political, economic and military events in the critical areas of the 
world, derived from confidential sources, with emphasis on facts that have not been made 


public. Editor: Major General C. A. Willoughby, U.S.A. 


Ret. Writer. Publisher. Lecturer. 


Mil. Attache Am. Embassies: Venezuela, Colombia, Ecuador 1921-1929. MacArthur's Chief 


of Intelligence 1939-1951. Washington Representative Christian Crusade. 


CUBA: THE PACK’S IN FULL CRY— 


ATTACKS ON PENTAGON AND INTELLIGENCE 


Editor's Note: This timely article on the 
Cuban fiasco began in last week’s issue. Points 
previously covered: Korea (1951) and Cuba 
(1961): They Never Learn; Aid and Comfort 
to the Enemy; State Department Reports on 
Castro’s Army. 


YELPING FOR “SCAPEGOATS” 


The local brainwashers promptly developed all sorts 
of “interpretative reports.” Immediate targets were 
promptly sorted out. Here are condensed extracts to 
portray the general editorial trends (our comments in 
italics): 


was planned is still not clear. But the principal 
scapegoats have been found. 


5. Many top officials, at least 20 or so, were 
involved. There is no indication that anyone 
dissented — although Secretary of State Chester 
Bowles did express objections. Editor: Twenty 
officials “or so” is typical of the sloppy report- 
ing involved. The “liberals” do rally, however, 
to protect their own. 


6. Faulty intelligence largely came from the 
C.LA. (1) The resistance on the beach area, 
from Castro’s tanks and aircraft was far greater 
than “anyone had anticipated.” (2) The hopes 
of a popular uprising within Cuba was not real- 


1. President Kennedy assumes full respon- 
sibility for the role the Government had in this 
affair. Editor: That’s generous of the President 
but the planning was under Eisenhower, a pro- 
fessional soldier who should have known that 
beach-heads without air-cover are doomed. He 
did not take that chance in the Normandy land- 
ings. 


2. Despite pressures to strike nothing was 
done in the final year of the Eisenhower Admin- 
istration. Editor: When American billion dollar 
property confiscation took place economic sanc- 
tions should have been applied at once, especial- 
ly freezing of Cuban funds in New York. The 
Red thieves paid for Russian arms with Ameri- 
can assets. 


3. Initial C.I.A. support for the anti-Castro 
groups appears to have been designed to create 
a stand-by force in case the Castro regime should 
collapse. Editor: A sound position. A policy of 
reinforcements for the anti-Castro Guerillas in 
the mountains would have been even better. We 
did that habitually behind the Japanese lines. 


4. Kennedy ordered a revaluation of the 
(Eisenhower? ) plan. Two members of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff, Gen. Lyman L. Lemnitzer and 
Admiral Arleigh Burke, encouraged the ven- 
ture. Editor: Probably inaccurate. Exactly what 
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ized. Editor: It is customary when an “opera- 
tion” fails (G-3) that intelligence (G-2) is 
blamed. The failure here is “operational (G-3). 
The small beach-head should have had effective 
air cover, for exploitation (impossible with such 
small numbers), defense or withdrawal. Don’t 
send a boy to do a man’s job. 


A reappraisal of United States intelligence activi- 
ties, especially those of a covert nature, is already sched- 
uled. General Maxwell Taylor has been summoned to 
go into “guerilla and para-military formations and ca- 
pacities.” General Trudeau started a “ruckus” (even 
before the Cuban invasion) in circulating a paper pre- 
pared by an unidentified author. 


TRUDEAU’S CIRCULAR HITS GUERILLA PLANS 


Trudeau’s anonymous paper coincided with Presi- 
dent Kennedy’s decision to build up the Army’s “spe- 
cial forces,” i.e. special units for “guerilla” actions and 
survival techniques in tropical jungle areas. 


I know and like Trudeau. It is sometimes desirable 
to have a “stormy petrel” around—a sort of “His 
Majesty’s Loyal Opposition.” I am constrained, how- 
ever, to point out certain flaws in his general thesis 
(or that of the discrete author who turned out to be 
an Air Force Officer — not immediately convincing as 
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qualified in “operations in jungle areas” — if anything 
a “ground force” specialty. My editorial comments fol- 
low Trudeau's numerical sequence in italics. 


(1) “. .. the United States still maintains 
a wall of separation between politics and the 
military; this is fine for our domestic problems 
but it does not work against Communist sup- 
ported guerillas. 


Comment: Communist guerillas are advance forces, 
preliminary skirmishes for the big push. Indo-China, 
Laos and Tibet ultimately became conventional opera- 
tions. The Red guerilla (or any Red) fights because 
some Red “cadre” will shoot them in the back if they 
retreat. We are too civilized... . 

(2) “... Our doctrine is politically sterile 
and does not provide the answer to all the multi- 


ple facets of Communist cold war tactics in un- 
der-developed areas ... 


Comment: Why single out cold war tactics in “un- 
der-developed areas.” The degree of “under develop- 
ment” is no factor. It happened in “highly developed” 
Poland, Czechoslovakia and Hungary. It happened in 
China and in Korea... 

(3) “. .. In former colonial areas it is far 


better to use a well-trained and indoctrined in- 
digenous force .. . 


Comment: Not only in “former” Colonial areas 
— but especially in current “Colonial” areas, colonized 
by the Kremlin. 

(4) “... a Guerilla warfare capability un- 
der U.S. sponsorship from refugees from Com- 
munist dominated countries, including not only 
those from the Communist bloc but also from 
such areas as Cuba.. .” 


Comment: This was proposed ten years ago 82nd 
Congress, 1st Session January 6, 1951. Senate pro- 
posal. Pushed by Rep. C. J. Kersten M.C. as an Amend- 
ment to the Mutual Security Act. The prophets, lead- 
ing us out of the wilderness, i.e. the anonymous Tru- 
deau source —are also expert and unabashed plagia- 
rists. 


GUERILLAS AND PARA-MILITARY 
FORMATIONS: GENESIS OF IDEAS 


(a) The proposals are not new. The Russians set 
the pattern as usual, in the Spanish Civil War 1936- 
1939 in the formation of “International Brigades.” 
They recruited “foreign’”” Communists in France, Italy, 
England and the United States, to fight in Spain. The 
American contingent became known as the “Abraham 
Lincoln Brigade,” a superb piece of Communist seman- 
tics. 


(b) The Hon. James H. R. Cromwell, former Am- 
bassador to Canada, proposed a “Freedom Corps” or 
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“Foreign Legion” recruited from refugees-expellees 
from behind the Iron Curtain, March 1, 1951. Several 
attempts have been made in Congress to establish such 
formations. 


(c) 82nd Congress, 1st Session, Jan. 6, 1951. S-28 
introduced by Senators Lodge, Brewster, Hickenlooper, 
Mundt, Ives, Hendrickson and Hunt, to provide for a 
Volunteer Freedom Corps. 


(d) James Reston’s article in the “New York 
Times,” Dec. 9, 1951. Press reaction to proposals and 
Russian objections. 


(e) American Legion Endorsement. New York 
National Convention Aug. 25-28, 1952. Resolution 
No. 596. 


(f) The Hon. Charles J. Kersten M.C. Amend- 
ment to the Mutual Security Act, Section 101 (a) Pub- 
lic Law 165. Title 1. Section 401 M.S.A. 1954 and 
1956. 


(g) The Hon. Richard B. Russell, U.S. Senator. 
Joint Resolution 19, Middle East. Feb. 4, 1957. Probe 
of the sabotage of the Kersten Amendment. Also “Staff 
Study” by Colonel William F. Heimlich prepared for 
Senator Russell. 


GENERAL TAYLOR’S SPECIAL MISSION 


General Taylor has been directed “to conduct a 
survey and review of organization and capacity of the 
United States in para-military planning.” Pierre Sal- 
inger, the White House Press Secretary, explained 
suavely that para-military meant non-conventional and 
guerilla activities. Intelligence is an integral part... 
(the survey) may involve all agencies that play a role 
in para-military action. Quoting the President: “The 
country too long has fixed its eyes on traditional mili- 
tary needs . . . the Nation’s security may be lost with- 
out the firing of a missile or the crossing of a border . .. 
We intend to re-orient our forces. We intend to inten- 
sify our efforts for a struggle in many ways more diffi- 
cult than war...” 


This has a familiar ring — but it can hardly qualify 
as a new frontier: it has been competently surveyed by 
MacArthur in the South-West Pacific Area, in the or- 
ganization of the guerilla forces in the Philippines, in 
the security measures for the Occupation of Japan and 
in the Sino-Korean War 1950/51. 


MacARTHURS INTELLIGENCE SYSTEM: 1941-1951 


We assume that General Taylor (and Trudeau's 
mystery expert) will examine the MacArthur records? 
Every facet of modern intelligence, in war or occupa- 
tion, was developed and in operation long before O.S.S. 
or C.I.A. appeared on the scene . . . indeed, they were 
neither asked for nor found necessary in MacArthur's 
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Scale of Nautical Miles 
Map: The Panama Canal and the Caribbean Barrier. 


The Caribbean Barrier stretches in a vast semi circle, from Cuba 
via Hispanola to Venezuela, as a shield of protection for the Panama 
Canal. 

In the event of war, the approaches to the Canal become the most 
sensitive strategic area in inter-American defense. 


The Communists are aware of this: They have attempted to gain 
footholds in Guatemala and in British Guiana. 


Both countries are within 400/600 miles of the Canal, i.e. within 
easy flight ranges for even obsolete bombers; in the nuclear age, this 
represents equally easy distances for medium-range ballistic missiles. 


There are thousands of islands, coves and inlets, in the Caribbean 
littoral that can be used by roving submarines—and have so 
been used in World Wars I and II... unless strong, pro-American 
Governments prevent it. 


Conversely, this indispensable pro-American Alliance must not be 
sacrificed to “liberal witch-hunts,” to leftist attacks on Governments 
who are able to maintain law and order while weaker Governments 
have fallen prey to Communist subversion. 


Headquarters. The enormous range of carefully edited 
reports is evident in the production statistics below. 
The series was distributed to all Services, in about 100 
bound copies, though largely in mimeo reproduction. 
They are in heavy use by the faculties of our Service 
Schools and are beginning to show wear and tear (after 
ten years); they should be printed now, to be avail- 
able to all students. 


Vols Title Page Plate 
Brief History G-2 
Section GHQ _............ 219 67* 
I Guerilla Movement in the 

Philippines «450 65* 
II Intelligence in the 

Philippines -....___________.. 441 67* 
III Military Intelligence 

Section GHQ 1135-244 


IV Allied Intelligence Bureau _ 835 46* 


V_ Allied Translator and 
Interpreter Section _____.. 835 46* 


VI Allied Geographic Section __1123 307 


VII Operations of Technical 
I ith nlan ces ... 236 13 


Vill Counter-Intelligence Corps ._ 518 53 
IX Civil Intelligence Section _.1250 252 
X Civil Censorship GHQ _... 471 66 


In his “Preface” to this series General MacArthur 
had this to say: . Pursuant to a request by the War 
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Department, General Willoughby, who has been on 
my staff continuously since 1941, has produced a series 
of monographs dealing with the many facets of opera- 
tional intelligence on the level of an overseas theater 
of war. 


This series, developed in addition to other 
duties, is of monumental scope: it aggregates 
11 Volumes of “Text” and 15 Volumes of “Doc- 
umentary Appendices,” with a total of 6004 pages 
and 1409 plates, maps and illustrations; it em- 
bodies wartime experience and wartime tech- 
niques that proved entirely adequate in my re- 
quirements in campaign. 


As regards the “Occupation of Japan,” the intelli- 
gence service proved easily applicable to changed con- 
ditions, with an appropriate shift of emphasis from 
“military” to “civil” intelligence. 


Finally, the recent Korean war, calling for the ex- 
haustive employment of every resource of this command 
under initially critical conditions, found the intelligence 
services swinging into action with remarkable speed 
and efficiency, to render the same precise and valuable 
services as in the campaigns of the South West Pacific 
area... 


I trust that General Taylor’s “task force” now ex- 
ploring new frontiers, will utilize actual performance 
records, in war and peace, that fall within Pierre Sal- 
inger’s definition of “para-military formations.” The 
pertinent volumes are marked (*) with an asterisk. 


Editorial Note: Events, charges and counter charges in the Cuban 
mess move with such dizzy speed that anything written about it is 
likely to be out- dated. As of April 25th, President Kennedy gener- 
ously offered to “assume personal responsibility.” However, certain 
additional data have come to light. We condense them without com- 
ment. 

The Joint Chiefs of Staff (Gen. Lemnitzer and Admiral Burke) 
did not approve of the Cuban landing as it was carried out. The 
Chiefs commented on two basic actions —a training program for 
Cuban refugees and a probing action, a coastal raid. 


The Chiefs approved the training program and the raid, provided 
it was limited to a test of Castro’s defenses and provided that the 
landing was given adequate air support. 


The Central Intelligence Agency comes in for more criticism. The 
leaders of the Cuban Revolutionary Committee had no part in direct- 
ing the actual military operation and no opportunity to co-ordinate 
with the Cuban underground. The C.I.A. held six leaders of the 
Council incommunicado while the invasion was under way. Con- 
gressional action may be expected to tighten control of the C.I.A. 
and limit their “operation activities’ as distinct from “central collec- 
tion and evaluation of intelligenve, i.e. information.” My own exten- 
sive experience in the Philippines, in New Guinea, Japan and Korea 
(1941-1951) confirms my own recommendations, filed with C.LA., 
that its basic structure should contain Deputies for Army, Air and 
Navy for operational co- -ordination. MacArthur's staff solved this 
structural problem by creating a “Joint Staff Special Operations Sec- 
tion” (under G.H.Q.) in which all intelligence agencies, including 
C.I.A., were represented on an equal footing. Our operations ranged 
from Shanghai to Vladivostok, without practical difficulties. 





| Next week: 
LAOS AND THE PATHET LAO 
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NO PREWAR POLISH CLAIMS 
FOR BRESLAU OR STETTIN 


POLISH GOVERNMENT IN EXILE: 1939 


A London publishing house has just brought out 
the first volume of a comprehensive compilation of 
documents on Polish-Soviet relations from 1939 to 
1945, compiled by a group of exile Polish scientists 
who had been commissioned by the “General Sikorski 
Historical Institute.” 


This collection of documents includes two items 
indicating that the Polish Government “in exile” had 
neither considered the seizure of East Pomerania with 
its capital Stettin nor that of Lower and Central Silesia 
with the capital of Breslau. Thus, the theory that these 
two German provinces constitute “ancient Polish terri- 
tory” which Poland had to “recover” are revealed to 
have been a subsequent fabrication of propaganda. 


The revelations of the new exile Polish publication 
also provide an explanation why the Polish Minister- 
President, Arciszewski, rejected the inclusion of Breslau 
and Stettin into the Polish state territory though a short 
time prior to the end of the war. 


THE VIEWS OF WINSTON CHURCHILL 


The documents prove that Prime Minister 
Winston Churchill in 1942, in his discussions 
with the exile Polish Government, explicitly 
condemned any sort of territorial change going 
to be effected without plebiscites as provided 
by the Atlantic Charter. Consequently, the po- 
litical concept of Churchill did not envisage any 
mass expulsions. Only in areas with a mixed 
population, i.e., only in Poland, population 
transfers might be carried through. This atti- 
tude which Churchill professed in the year 1942 
also finds its expression in the Potsdam Agree- 
ment which explicitly provided for the transfer 
of the German population only “from Poland,” 
that is, not from the Oder-Neisse territories; for 
these were only placed under Polish administra- 
tion and definitely were not added to Poland. 


POLISH MODIFIED CLAIMS: 1942 


The extent of the Polish territorial demands, vis-a- 
vis Germany, in case of a victorious termination of the 
war was outlined by the exile Polish Minister-President 
of those days, General Sikorski, in a programmatical 
statement before the Polish Council of Ministers in 
London on January 12, 1942. The General declared 
that Poland wished to obtain “old Slav territories with 
wide access to the sea.” A more detailed description 
of the Polish territorial demands of those days can be 
found in instructions given by General Sikorski to a 
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liaison officer to the Polish underground army in Po- 
land in November 1942. According to that statement, 
the attainment of East Prussia, Danzig and of the 
Silesian area around Oppeln was being considered; in 
addition, the borders at the Baltic Sea were to be shifted 
as far as would be required for the safety of the Polish 
ports. No mention was made of East Pomerania with 
Stettin, nor of East Brandenburg and Lower and Cen- 
tral Silesia with Breslau. 


CHURCHILL AND GENERAL SIKORSKI 


Winston Churchill had pointed to the necessity of 
regulating territorial questions with the help of plebi- 
scites in a conversation with General Sikorski in Janu- 
ary 1942. He “solemnly” declared —as the Polish 
memorandum on this conversation puts it — “that the 
principles of self-determination, proclaimed in the At- 
lantic Charter, would be the basis of plebiscitary voting 
by which the population of a territory would decide on 
the incorporation of their land into a given state.” 
The British Prime Minister had emphasized that only 
in areas in which the various populations were so inter- 
spersed that no demarcation line could be drawn the 
method of a transfer might be envisaged. 


Moreover, Churchill stressed in this conversation 
that the problem of the future state borders in Europe 
would not be discussed in any way as long as the vic- 
tory had not yet been obtained. With respect to the 
Polish territorial demands it also is a significant fact 
that the Polish conversation protocol states explicitly 
that in his remarks on the dividing up of Germany 
Churchill did not specially mention East Prussia; he 
had only declared that Prussia, as a state, ought to be 
separated from the rest of Germany. 


CHURCHILL AND ATTLEE 


Churchill, in Potsdam, would have come out 
against the Oder-Neisse line in far more stronger 
terms than his successor in office in those days, 
Prime Minister Attlee, if the British elections of 
that time would have brought an election victory — 
of the Conservatives and if, consequently, he 
would have remained the representative of Great 
Britain at the Potsdam Conference. 


The Polish polemics also claimed that Poland al- 
legedly could “not exist” if the Oder-Neisse territories 
would return to Germany. This allegation was ad- 
vanced although at the Versailles peace conference the 
western experts, showing strong pro-Polish inclinations, 
nevertheless had termed a Poland without Upper Silesia 
and with the eastern border at the Curzon line — i.e, 
approximately between the present Polish eastern bord- 
er and the Versailles border in the West prior to the 
division of Upper Silesia—to be definitely viable, 
(E.P.S. Vol. X No. 13) 


MAY 26, 1961 




















“DECEIVER” 


cited Communist New York Teacher's Union. Again, 
Rev. King made the pages of the Communist Worker 
which reported: “Rev. King said: The Oppressed Al- 
ways Marched For Freedom.” On May 17, 1959, the 
Worker devoted the entire front page and fourteen 
columns of print to the March. That King’s Washington 
March was aided and engineered by the Communists 
is attested to by the Worker. On page 15 they said: 


(Continued from Page 2) 


“Large numbers of the Left (Communist) forces 
actively aided in mobilizing support for the Youth 
March and were in vast audience.” 


Challenge, official publication of the Young Peo- 
ple’s Socialist League (11-1-58) headlined the story 
and pointed out that the Marchers White House Stu- 
dent delegation leader and 14 of the main youth or- 
ganizers were members of the YPSL. 


Further Communist associations by the Rev. Martin 
Luther King were reported by Anti-Communists when 
they printed the following: 


“The Daily Worker, 3-10 and 14-57, described the 
celebration marking the birth of the Communist-run 
Negro state of Ghana, in Africa, under the premiership 
of Communist Party member Kwame Nkrumah. Soviet 
representatives were present: Communist W.E.B. 
DuBois was invited by Nkrumah; Cedric Belgrage, 
Communist Party member, was present; Communist- 
fronter A. Philip Randolph and identified Party mem- 
ber Ralph Bunche were there, and so were (Martin 
Luther) King and his wife. 


LAWLESSNESS AND VIOLENCE 
ACCOMPANY KING 


Martin Luther King also has the dubious distinc- 
tion of being associated with integrationist groups de- 
signed to stir up racial trouble. The Tw/sa World, May 
15, 1961 reported the violence associated with two bus 
loads of Negroes and whites sponsored by “Freedom 
Riders” a group seeking to break the segregation bar- 
rier in the South. The “Freedom Riders” were part of 
a group connected with CORE— Congress of Racial 
Equality. The 1958 CORE letterheads show King on 
the National Advisory Committee along with a num- 
ber of other Red-fronters. 


Rev. King has also been associated with the 
NAACP — The National Association For The Ad- 
vancement of Colored People. Of the 5 founders of 
the NAACP, only one was a Negro. He is an identi- 
fied Communist — W.E.B. DuBois. 


According to Attorney General Eugene Cook of 
Georgia, “. . . white people with long records of af- 
finity for, affiliation with, and participation in Com- 
munist, Communist-front, fellow-traveling or subver- 
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Sive organizations, activities and causes have directed 
and subsidized the NAACP. . . . the President, the 
Chairman of the Board, the ‘Honorary Chairman’, 11 
of the 28 Vice Presidents, the Treasurer, 28 of 47 
Directors, the Chairman of the National League Com- 
mittee, the Executive Secretary, the Special Council, 
the Assistant Special Council, the Southeast Regional 
Secretary, the West Coast Secretary, the Director of 
the Washington Bureau, the Director of Public Rela- 
tions and two Field Secretaries. The transcript of this 
evidence numbers 121 pages of single-spaced, type- 
written copy and would require more than six hours 
to be read aloud. 


“Elizabeth Dilling reported in her book, 
“The Red Network,” that, during the seven 
years from 1923 to 1930, the NAACP received 
some $43,000 from the radical Garland Fund 
among whose directors were Communists Will- 
iam Z. Foster and Elizabeth Gurley Flynn. She 
also disclosed that the official report of the 
Fourth National Convention of the Communist 
Party of the United States held in 1925 stated that 
‘the Party had penetrated the NAACP.’ ” 


In 1958, J. B. Matthews, an expert on Communist 
infiltration, wrote: 


“Listed on the current letterheads of the NAACP 
are the names of 236 different national officers. One 
hundred forty-five (or more than 61 per cent) of these 
individuals have been involved, in one way or another, 
with Communist enterprises, for a grand total of 2,200 
affiliations of public record.” 


KING AIDS COMMUNIST PARTY OBJECTIVES 


The Communist Party has often and in numerous 
places outlined its objectives for the Negro in America. 
In 1928, the Party published a pamphlet written by 
John Pepper, the representative of the Communist 
Party in the United States, in which he said: “The 
Communists must participate in all national liberation 
movements of the Negroes which have a real mass 
character.” 


Negro Communist leader Benjamin Davis pub- 
lished his pamphlet entitled “The Path of Negro Lib- 
eration,’ in which he wrote: 


“Consequently the Negro people are moving in 
the direction of some form of statehood in the Black 
Belt. This would mean an adjustment or rectification 
of the lines demarking 12 states through which runs 
the Black Belt area where Negro people are in a 
majority.” 


The remarkable way in which Martin Luther King 
has fitted into these goals of the Communist Party is 
attested to on the pages of the official Party organ, 
The Worker. The October 30, 1960 edition left no 
question as to the importance which the Communists 
recognize in the person of Rev. King toward achieving 
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their Communist goals. After Rev. King was jailed 
in Atlanta following three days of mass sit-ins and 
picketing by hundreds of students of the Atlanta Uni- 
versity Center, in an appeal usually reserved for top 
Party functionaries, the Worker told its Communist 
subscribers: 


“The outrageous sentencing of Rev. Martin Luther 
King, Jr., requires the protest of all decent Americans. 


“Demand Dr. King’s immediate release. Demand 
that the persecution of the sit-inners be haulted. De- 
mand that the federal government protect those who 
exercise their Constitutional ‘right of the people peace- 
ably to assemble and to petition the Government for a 
redress of grievances.’ (Note that the Worker takes 
no notice of the “civil disobedience” engaged in by 
the “peaceful” sit-inners. Ed.) 


“|. . The cause for which Dr. King speaks is the 
cause, not of the Negro people alone, but of all demo- 
cratic America. 


“Let, then, labor speak out. Let all organizations 
of the people speak out. Let all right-minded Ameri- 
cans speak out. 


“Wire or phone to President Eisenhower and to 
both presidential candidates, Richard Nixon and John 
Kennedy. Let your Representatives and Senators hear 
from you. 


“Let every candidate -— for every post from state 
legislator to president — back up his avowed allegiance 
to civil rights by acting now. If he won't act now, 
what can you expect after election?” 


TOP COMMUNISTS SPEAK FOR KING 


So ingrained into the workings of the Communist 
Party are the policies and actions of Rev. King that 
his incarceration evoked protests from the top Com- 
munist command in the U.S. The same issue of the 
Worker said: 


“Gus Hall, general secretary, and Benjamin 
Davis, national secretary of the Communist 
Party, on Monday protested the arrest of the 
Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King, in wires to Pres- 
ident Eisenhower, vice-president Richard Nixon 
and Sen. John Kennedy, and demanded the 
Rev. King’s release.” 


Rocketed to national prominence through the dis- 
torted and one-sided coverage given his infamous and 
illegal activities by the left-wing press and Life, Time, 
and Look magazines, Martin Luther King now has the 
official ear of Washington on behalf of his crusade. 
The February 5, 1961 issue of the Communist Worker 
quoted King as saying, “The Justice Department ‘has 
vast potential’ to open up ‘hitherto untried avenues in 
the desegregation struggle.’ The power inherent in 
executive orders has never been exploited.” 
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KING PULLS WASHINGTON STRINGS 


As is the case with most Communist directives 
these days, the step from announcement to fulfillment 
is a short one. The Newsweek magazine, May 1, 1961 
reported: 


“Full protection for any Negro trying to 
register for voting. That’s what Attorney Gen- 
eral Robert Kennedy promised the Rev. Martin 
King at a private meeting in Washington last 
week. The Negro leader is about to launch a 
new campaign throughout the South to add 
250,000 Negro voters to the rolls.” 


The WEEKLY CRUSADER is at a loss to under- 
stand why the Attorney General, who was active with 
John Kennedy in the McCarthy hearings into Com- 
munist and un-American activities, 7s mow making 
promises to Communist collaborators as an official of 
the U.S. government. 


The National Council of Churches also shares the 
blame for plummeting this pro-Soviet artificer into his 
position of influence. The NCC’s Pacific School of 
Religion plans to confer on Rev. King an honorary 
Doctor’s degree on May 26. He was also one of the 
featured speakers at the National Council of Churches 
meeting in December 1958. 


FULL SCALE INVESTIGATION CALLED FOR 


Martin Luther King’s open, deceitful influence over 
so much of our population is a national disgrace. The 
WEEKLY CRUSADER calls for an all out investiga- 
tion into the activities of this co-operator with known 
Communists. Concerned Americans would like the 
answers to the following pertinent questions: 


1. Is Martin Luther King interested in the Negro 
for. the Negro’s sake or for the furtherance of Com- 
munist objectives in our country? 


2. Where does Martin Luther King derive the 
income for his multitudinous activities? What large 
interests are paying his way? 


3. What are the REAL reasons for his objections 
to the House Committee on Un-American Activities? 
Could it be that he fears exposure of his true motives 
from this investigating committee? 


Why does this man, who has selected known Com- 
munists as his closest associates and advisers, have ac- 
cess to the top offices of our government and personal 
audiences with our policy making leaders? 


It is time Martin Luther King was unmasked before 
the American public. Only a full-scale investigation 
will serve the best interests of both the Negroes and 
whites of our nation. 


MAY 26, 1961 
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